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Isobaric collisions to probe neutron skin

Charged-particle multiplicity
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Intermedlate energy HIC to probe neutron skm
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Neutron skin and E,
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Bayesian inference of E
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Various constraints on Esym(pO) and L(po)
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Model setup: initial density distribution
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Model setup: Glauber model

'STAR Isobar blind analysis
Vs = 200 GeV

Schematic Monte-Carlo Glauber model
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Model setup: clusterization and deexcitation

Dynamics of participant matter is neglected!

A. Clusterization with coalescence parameter

Ar <3 fm (empirical nucleon interaction range)
Ap <300 MeV/c (empirical Fermi momentum at p,)

B. Cluster deexcitation with GEMINI
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Results and discussions
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Results and discussions

* Forward/backward
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Results and discussions
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Summary and outlook

Forward/backward rapidity nucleons: clean probes

Ultracentral HIC: free from deexcitations

Ratio of neutron-rich to neutron-poor system: reduce uncertainties
Extension: yield ratio of neutrons/protons, at RHIC or LHC
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spectator nucleon number
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